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was extended to 30'1 millions, or 11 per cent, of the
population: the upper classes, the middle and lower middle
classes, and the upper peasantry. Because of separate elector-
ates, all these were forced to vote communally, whether
they favoured communal distinctions or not. Only a small
section of them, however, voted in favour of communalist
organizations. For example, of the 7,319,445 Muslims who
voted, only 321, 772 voted for the Muslim League16; that is,
4'4%. The communalism of the country's leaders, as opposed
to the general run of even the voters (let alone the un-
enfranchised proletariat), is shown in the fact that the
Congress ventured to contest only 58 of the 482 Muslim
seats ; and that of these 58, it won 26.
In general, the election results showed that, in 1937,
communalism, though a strong and very noticeable force
where it did operate, was confined as a decisive factor to a
numerically small section of the country. The history of
communalism since 1937 has been the story of the rapid
intensification of communal passions and their rapid spread
to a much larger section. The British authorities and the
reactionary forces in India were thoroughly alarmed at the
election results, and together have strenuously set them-
selves to disrupt the nationalist movement by every means
at their command.
This has been accomplished, for the Muslims, principally
through the suddenly refurbished Muslim League. We shall
therefore leave the story of further developments to study
in some detail under that heading. Meanwhile let us examine
somewhat how communalism works in modern India, and
how it is encouraged by political and economic circum-
stances.
First, it is necessary to distinguish two kinds of com-
munalism: middle-class, and lower-class. The latter has
been spasmodic and, when it occurs, intense; normally
taking the spectacular form of what are known as communal
riots. Once these have subsided, the individuals concerned
have been quite capable of returning to normal relations
with their fellows. Each riot certainly has meant some